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^^i^P APPEAT S 4Mn TMxi.oprpp.^p^„ 

TT^ere are currently, and have been, no related Appeals or Interferences regardmg 

Application Serial No. 10/725 1 U tnnu/r. .„ ,1, j ■ 

iw /zj, i>4 iciiown to the undersigned attorney. 

111. STATrisnt^THKriAIMC 

Claim., 1-17 an= rejected and the n=jecdon of claims 1 - ,7 are appealed. 

^ STATUS OF A MENnMFMTC 

There were no amendmem.5 made after Final Rejection. 

SUMMAWV nr cLATMEn sjtuj ^ct mattpp 

independent Cairn 1 provide., a docomen, generation .system (Fig. 1 and page 1 line 29 
» page 2, line 7) for prodttctng a document from information de.ved f.m an information 
.positoty. ^e system includes a soutce of code («g. ,05 and page 3, Imes 13-15, 
rept^senting a document template (Fig. 2. 200 and page 3. lines 2Ml,, including data fields 
(F.g. 2. 201-206 and page 1, n„e 32 to page 2, ,i„e 3) containing placeholder items (Fig 2 
207-208 and page 3, lines 27-31) to he replaced hy desired data items (Fig. 4, 40,-406 and 

Page3, lines 27-31>a„d also includingat^tition identifier <F,g. 2, 209-21,a„dpage2,ine, 
2-3) mdicating one of the data fields is .0 be replicated to ptovide a g™„p of data fields to 

— o„(F.,l,,o6a„dpage3,h„e31topage4,line,)s„ppor,si„.set„o„of,hede,tred 
data items derived ftom the information teposttoty in the data fields. A doc-umen, processor 
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.02. pa,e 3, U„es ,9^24 p.,e 4 ,.3) app,.e. c„„^. i„,„™3,„„ 

.p.aci„g.„p.,e.oe™e„.da.a„eMp,aceh„,<,eH,™.„«Mesi^<,a«i,e™.,,op™.„cea 
generated document OMg. 1, UO and page 3, lines 25^26). 



Dependent Cat. 2 includes ai, .Ke featn^ „f .dependent Cai. , along with 
.dd..,onai featn^s that the control information CH, ,, ,06 and page 3, line 3, to page 4 line 
.) contains a. leas, one of 0,age 6. i.„es ,4-15,. (a, an tdentiftcation of data fields in .He 

.n.p,a,edoc„»e„. available .o...p,a«i,,,esi.d da. i.,„s<page a, lines ,5-16) (b,an 
.delineation ofalocationtn .he i„fon„a.ionreposi.o„ofade.i.edda.ai.™associa.edwid, 
- individual data field (page 6, lines ,6-i«, and <e, an ide„„r,ca.i„„ of a locau-„„ in ^ 

—„.posi,o.,ofafirs. data... for i„se„io„.„ the .ndividna. data field of .he group 

Of da.f,elds and da.ai.e™sse<,uen.a.ly linked .„ then., da. i,e„ a. insened in .gaining 
da.a fields of fte group of dam fields (page 6, lines 18-21), 

Bependen.clai.3incl„desa.ld,efea.u,esofdependen.c.ai™2alongwi.haddi.ional 
features that the locaUon identifier „f a. r- . j 

.dennfier of fn^c da.a ,.em comprises an Extensible Markup 

Language compatible XPadi value (page 6, lines 21-23). 

Dependen.c.aim4includesal.d,efea.u,esof.nde,„den.clalmla,o„,.,.haddi.io„al 
fea.u.s.a.ada.a source file associafi„gda.fieldnamesofd.d«„m™.empla,ew..Hada.a 

loca..o„ in an i„,orn,a..o„reposi.o.,eomprises a. least one ofacomma delimited file (pages 

lines 16-18) and a flat file. 
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Depend., c,ai,„5.„el„.esai.*efea..son„aepe„aen,c,ai„,a,o„gwi.haddi.iona, 
Bookmark (Fig. 2, 200 and page 6, Jincs 24-25). 



Depe„de„.c....5i„c,„desaU.^,ean,.sofinae,„^,.,,,,,„„^„,^^^^^^„^ 
fea... .a. .e code „„g ,e doc™ ,e„p,a.e . a, ... one or wo. p_.„g 
app«ca,ion co.pa,.,e <page 7. «„e. „.22> an. K,e, Te« Po™. 3 

and page 6, lines 11-13). 



Depe„<,e„.e,ata7.„c,„*.a„U,efea..son„<,epen.en.c,ai.,a.o„gwiU,addia«,a« 
fea^res *a. .e Ooc^e. ^^^^ ^^^^^^^ 

da.aUen,.i„se„edinU.ep,aceho,deH.e.s,.,i„eon».«„g«.e.„p,a.docn.e„.da.ai„,^^ 
.eneratea aoc.,.en. and *e gene^ted docn^n. . con^atiMe wiU, B«ensiMe S,„es.eec 
Language (XSL) (Fig. 5 and page 6, lines 26-29). 

Depende„.e,ain,Sinc,„desa,iU.efea.^„n„dependen.e,ai„ , along wi. addiUonai 
fea.„. .Ha. .„ege„e™edd.™e„, comprise, one or „K..oaa).SaMLdoe™en,0,)an 
XML doc„men.,(c)anHTMLdoe„„en,.and(d)a™n.U.ediafi,e (page 6.iines 29-32). 

Dependen.c,ai™9i„e,„desa„.efea..son«.pende„.ciai.,aio„g.i.Hadd„io„. 
^ea.ure. .Ha. .He desired da.a i.e™s deHved ^ i„,„^,„„ ^ 

Marknp Language (XML, oo.pa.iH,e da.a i.e„.. derived .o. an XML co.pa,«e docn™e„. 
(Fig. 6 and page 6, Jine 32 to page 7, line 2). 
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cw™ 10 ,„c,udes au ,he fea,„.., of i„depe„de„, Cain, 1 along wi,h 
addiuonai fea,ure. >ha, fte document processor processes ,en,p,a,e dcc„n,cn, da,a in Rich Te« 
Fo™a. (RIP) .ogether wi„ desi.d dau .en,, derived che ,„r„r.a,io„ „posi,ory in 
Exrensibie Martcup i^g„,,e (XML) ,o provide d,e generated dcc„„«„t in an Extensible 
Styleslieet Language (XSL) format (page 7, lines 3-6). 

Dependent claim U includes ail the fea.„,»s of dependent claim ,0 along w.th 
additional features that the document p„x«sor includes an XML parser ,„ process the 
generated document in Extensible Stylesheet L^guage (XSL) fo^at to provide a p,«essed 
document in Rich Text Fomtat (RTF) (Fig. 7 and page 7, lines 7-10). 

Dependent claim ,2 includes all the featu,^ of independent claim 1 along wid. 
additional features that the document processor exan^nes the dcutrtent template to identify ^ 

.ndividual data field containingaplaceholder item and incotporatealink in the iudividua, data 
field tdentifying a item enabling locating one of the desited data ttems in the 

infotmation repositoty for insertion in the individual data field (page 7, lines 11-16). 

Independent claim 13 provides a graphical user interface system (Fig. 1, ,03 and page 3, 
lines 15-18) supposing adaptive generation of a dc^umen. comprtsmg an image generator (Fig 
1. 107 and page 3, lines 2,-23) for generating a. least one image window (page 4, lines 5-8) 

processing application compatible documen, ,e,np,a.o (Fig, 2. 220 and page 4. lines 8-9) The 
document template includes data fields contatntng placeholder item,, to be ..placed by desned 
data items, and also includes a ..petition identifier indicating one of the data fields is ,„ be 
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replicated lo provide a group of data 



fields to be i^placed by a plurality of the desired data i, 



(Pa.e 4, iiues 9-13, An i™a,e e.etnent initiates examination (H,. ,09 and page 4 lines 
.5) Of the document template to identify an individual data neld and inset, a des.rcd data item 
denved from an infonnation n=posi,ory in ,be data field to pr«U,ce a ge„e„ted document. 

Dependent clatm ,4 provides a method for adapt.vely producing a document ftom 
.nictation derived f.«m an information repositoty (page 4, lines .b-,8,, by examining .xt 
Pressing application compatible code ..pre^nting a document templa.. T.e document 

.emplate incudes data fields containing placeholder items to be ..placed by desit^i data items 
and also includes a repetition identifier indicat.ng one of the data fields is ,o be .plicated to 
provide a group of data fields to be .placed by a plurality of the desi.^ data items (page 4 
fines .9-24, Control infonnation supporting inserfion of the desi«. data items derived from 
*e .nfo^ation reposito^ is applied in Ore data fields to ..place template document data field 
Placeholder i.ms with desi.d data items to produce a geoe^ted document (page 4, lines 24- 
27). 



rndependeut claim ,5 prov.d. a method for adapdvely producing a document. A text 
processtng apphcaUou compatible electric d,.„me„t template (Hg. 2O0 and page 4 line, 
28-30, is .ceived including data fields (Fig. 2, 201-2«, and page 4, lines 20-21, bavin. 
Placeholder items and at least one .petition identifier (Fig. 2. 209-2,1 and page 2 lines 2-3) 

.ndicati„ga„ea,s, one of ,hc data fields that is tobe.p,ica.ed(F^.7,401-406 and page4.,i„es 
22-24). Data .terns are received and the electronic document template is merged with the data 
..ems to pt^uce the document responstve to .placing placeholder items with the data items 
(F... 6 and page 4. lines .,„32), and ..spo„.sive to .plicating the at least one of the data fields 
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Depe^dem o.™ ,5 i„e,„des Ml U,e fea.„.s of independent data ,5 along ,he 
addn,o„a, fea.„„., „,^,„^ , ^^^^ 

0<^e,page5,,.„es,8-20)a„da™a«n.ergeappUcaUonp.g^(pa,e7.Une3,-pag^ 

Dependen. Cain, , 7 includes a,. ,he fean... of in^penden. c,ai. ,5 aiong wi* U,e 
addniona, fean.res U.a. a .,ecU„n of .ex. p.oce..„, appiica.;o„ eo.^a«e elecuonic 

doc„™n,.e.p,a,e.i..^eived(pa,e3.,i„e.„9-2,)anda.e,ec.o„ofasou..ofda.Uen,sis 
received (Fig. 7, 401-406 and page 4, lines 24-27). 

n GHo»msorRFrFrTinMTo«Fpm..,.,.^»., 

Clain, ,3 is „Jec.ed under 35 USC 1,2. Fi.. Paragraph as failing ,o comply wift .he 

wntten description requirement. 

Claims 1-17 axe rejeced under 35 USC 103(a, as being unpatentable over Mat^ha, B 
"Applied XML So,„.ons, Authoritative Soluiion.'. Sa.., 2000. and further i„ view of 
Mue„ch.S.. "Building Oracle XML Applications."O.Rei„y*Associates. 2000 
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Claim B is f„,,, enabled by , he specificata and p«ic„,ar,y point ou. and distinctly 
c.a,n, the subject „«t.r tega^ded as the p.se„, invention as „,„.ed under 35 USC ,12 f,„, 

para,aph.T.etefo.,.vetsa,o.-.hePin.Re,ect.on,he.einaf.e...,e« 
33 use 112, first paragraph is nspcctftlly requested. 

Futthennore. Matcha, in view of Muench does no, tnake claims 1-17 unpatentable 

T1.US, .vetsal Of the tcecion of Claims l-nu„der35U.S.C.„03(a,i.,espectf„„y„,„ested 

Reve^a, Of the Final Rejection (hereinafter.enned",.Jection->fclain.,.nunder35U 

§ 103(a) is respectfully requested. 



Ovefview of theCited^Rgferejic^ 

Mat^hal autho.^ "Applied XML Solutions, The Authoritative Solution." Applied 

XML Solutions Shows p^fessional developers how to apply XMLtoavarietyofreal-world 
applications, including: XMLasascnptmg substitute, using RSS to syndicateconten. to 
n.uluple and non-tradittonal browsers such as WAP-enabled handheld devices, using XSLT to 
facihtate co,„™„„icatio„ between incon,pa.ible .systems, separating web content from web 
code, importing data from various file formats. 



Muench au^ot^lthe booR "Building Oracle XML Applications." Building Oracle 
XML Apphcations provides Java .md PIVSQL develop, with a deuuled loo. a. the many tools 

Oracle has provided to supponXMLdevelopment, such as the Oracle XMLParser,,he Oracle 

XML SQL Utility, and the XSQL Servlet. 
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It art that 



Rejection of riaim n , mrt.r35 USC ,U Vl^, 
TT^e Office Acion sm,es to, Cai. U co„,ai„s s.bjec, «hich was „« described 

■nftespecifica^ontasuchaway as .orea«,„ab,y convey «>o„es«Uedi„U,e*va„,. 
'hei„ve„,„s,a„,e,i™.Heapp„ca.io„wasfi,e<,,hadpossessi„„ofa.eiai»edi„ve„Uo„ 
AppHca„.srespec,fui,yd.sag^THeaadUio„of-,e«p.„cessi„gappHca..o„co.pa««e" 

doc,.™e„,.„p,a.is„„,„ew„a„era„disfun,e,describedi„,,especifica..„„.„p„ap-ap.s 
rOO.SU<«201.t0022U0032U0035U«M7,a„dPi,.,„f«.p_,,,„,,,„^„,,„„ 

Mo«spec,ficany,«,ese paragraphs s.a,e an toageelemeo, enables userselecaonofa 

document «„p,a..-n,edoc„„„„,e.p,a. is .e.,p.ocess.„gappbca«on compatible 

Pata^apbrOO^O, describes o„ee.a.p,eotatc«(ot.ord,p„eessi„aapp,.ea,io„co.pa,i«e 

document. Mic.osoftWort.RTM(„po„.en,p,a.,Paragn,pbr0032, and Fig.2describea 

R.cbTc«Fo™a.(RTF)con,paUb,e.en.p.a.e«,e200.anoa.etexan^,eofa,ex.processing 

application compatible doc„nten..Wdi„g,oc,ain,,3,a.er .ay .se,ec,o,be„ypesof.« 
processing application compatible document templates .ban ,be ones listed. Thetefo. 

Applicants ..sp<.tf„l,ys„bmittba, no new ntattetbas been added With .be p^viousclaim 
ante„dmc„.„fclaim,3a„d,b„s,i,is.s,^tf„„,,„,„,„^^,.^^^.^^^__^^^_^__ 

satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

Rejection of ri^.w lit ^^der 1^ rrsr 
over Marshal in view nf M-.^nrh 
Marcha. m v,ew of Mucnch does no, make claims M7 .„pa,c„,ab,e. Thus, reversal of 

.he Final Rejection (hereinafter tenned "Ejection", of Claims l-nu„der35U.S,C.S103(a)is 

respectfully requested. 
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In rejec,i„g claims under 35 U.S.C. S .03, i, incumbent upon fte examiner .o 
establish afacuai basis .osupponthe legal conclusion of obviousness. /„ re Fine 8,7 F2d 
.07,.5USPQ2d ,596, 1598(Fed.ar. ,988,. In so doing. *e Exan,.„er ,s expec.ed ,o ™a.e 
.he factual de.er™„a,ions se, forth in GraHc., JoHn Deere Co.. 383 U.S. , ,7 ,48 USPQ 

459,467 (CCPA,966),a„d,oprovidea.aso„wh,o„ehav,ngordi„at,sH„ in the per^nen, 
«w„„,d have been led to modrfy the prior ar, or to combine prror an refe^ncesto arrive a. .he 
Claimed invention. S„cht^o„,„„sts.enrf..son„„acbing.suggesUon, or intplicationin 

.i^e Prior a„asawho,eor.nowledgeg«.era,lyavaUab,e.oonehavingo„«„a.,sM„i„ the ar, 
Vniroyal. Inc. v. K^n-miey Cor,.. 837 F.2d ,044, ,05,, 5 USPQM ,434, ,438 O^Cir 
.988), eeru ^„ 825 (,988);...WO,V/... BeUa ^esir. KeSr^,„ies. ,ne 

776F.2d 28. 293,227 USPQ 657.664(R=d.Cir. ,985). .„......^ 475US.,0,7(,986)..« 

Hosp. ,„, Mon,efioreHosp..m2,.^ .572. ,577.22, USPQ 929. 933 a.d.Cir ,984) 
Tltese Showings by the Exar»iner are an essentia, pari of complying with the burden of 
presenUngapnVna/oc/. ease of obviousness. /„ reOe,iker. 977F.2d ,443. ,445, 24 USPQ2d 
1443, 1444 (Fed.Cir. 1992). 



CLAIMl 

Marehal alone, or in combination with Muench. fa„s to provide any 35 USC 1,2 
compliant enabling di..,osu,e o, the feahnes claimed in independent Cairn Spec.rically 
Maroha, with Muench fa„ to show or suggest "a sour, of code rep,..s«,.ing a document 
.emplate tnCuding, data fields containing placeholder ..enrs to be replaced by desited data 
..ems, and also including a repet.tion identifier indicating one of said data fields is to be 
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items" 



-••asreciW,„c,ai. , of .he p„,,e„, invention. TT-e Cain, , s^,e„, enable a user ar^ed 
^.™ply icnowWge of Mic^sof, Wo„i o. rich Tex, Fo™a.RTF ,o crea.e a customized 
docn^en. tayou, or fo„„ wi,hon, having ex.ensive programming icnowicdge in XML and XSL 
Specifically, fte "docnmen, general system iOO advan«geo„,y eUminates fl,e need for a 
proprietary repon writer sys,em...si„ce use. .rained in a standard wot. pressing parage 
such as Mtcrosoft Word automatically have the knowledge necessaty to work with the 
Pt^fetred repon templates 200" (AppUcation page 5 lines 5-10). This is achieved hy 
advantageously allowing a,e cn=ati„g and edi«ng of docun^n, templates in Word or ,n RTF 
(Apphcatton page 5 lines 1 3-14). Further, .he "RTF ftle is pt^vided as input to a program flra, 
convetls Ote RT^. shown in FIG. 2, into an Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) file as 
Shown in no. 5" (Application page 5 hnes ,4-16). Marchal wi* Muench fail to provide a 
system abJe to perfomi the claimed features. 

Marchal and Muench fail to show or suggest -a source of code „.ing a 
document template including, data fields containing placeholder items .o he .placed by 
desited data items, and also including a .pe.i,i„. i<,e„«fler indica«„g one o, said da.a fields 

is .obc replicated to provtdea^up of data fields to be n^placedbyaplurali., of said desit^l 
data i.ems" as recired in claim 1 of the present invention. Marchal with Muench also fails to 
show or suggest .his feature in combtnation with -document generation control .nforma.ion 
supponing insertion of said desired data i.ems derived from said info,™a.ion „pository in said 
data fields- and a -document processor for applying .said conttol i„f„,™,i„„ i„ 
.emplate document data field placeholder items with desired data items. u> p^luce a genera.ed 
documen." as reci.ed in claim 1 of .he p„;sent invention. 
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Marcha, on pages 7,-,02. ci.ed i„ ^ Office Acta, describes c.a,i„g e.ect.„ic 

fc™.w.O,a„edU„,f„rU,epu^.,eofco,.ec«„gda,a.M.cha,teHerde.cribe,wH,i„,XML 
code ,o „ d«„„.„.. Pig^es 3-8 and 3.„ , ci^ d.e Office ACon, „ere„ s,„w 
fonns ,e„e«ed code i„ „s«„g. 3.4 and 3.5. ^.e,y. ,.e code . .n„e„ a 

«P« and When ..e XML page is loaded, .He .s„,t.afo™U,a,ca„^™edo„. by 

f.e.*..oberep,ca.ed.„p„videag,o„pofda.fleids.obe.ep,acedbyap«.yo,des.ed 

data ,.e.s as i„«,ep„sen. Claimed i„ve„«o„.™.s is con^dyadn.„edi„U« Office Acion 
on page 5. Ma.cHa> doe. no. derive i..fonna.o„ an i«^«i,^^ ^ ^ 

prescn,ciain,edi„ven,o„.Rad.e.,Ma.cM.e„,.vp„.desa„XMLfo™.Ha.isc.ea«dand 
Which ™an„a.y«ceivesi„fo„^o„fio™anse.(sceMa.>,a,, Pig. 3.,,Hg. 3.2, Hg.3Sa„d 

pages 72-74, ™s is whoi,y„„,i.ed.ep.se„.c.ain.edi„™do. Which derive, i„fo.™a.ion 
fron. an i„f„™a«o„ .posi.„r,. CaUng a fl,^,e fo™ as in Ma..ha, is NOT 

producing a docnn.cn, f™™ infonnata derived f^n, an infonna.ion .ep„si.o., as in d. 
P..sen. Cain^d inveniion. T.e.fo.. .he XML dc^n,en. and cdi,or desc.,«d by Marcha, 

ne..hcrdisc,„sesn„rsngges.s.-Wdoc„.„en.ge„e.aUo„sys.e.for,.^„cingadoc™en.fron. 
infor^fion denved fro. an ,„f„r™aUo„ „posi«>,y, co.p*i„g ... ^ „^ 

P.acehoideri.c™s.o he replaced hydesi.«,da.i.n,s, and a,so.ne,ndingarepe.i,ion identifier 
Maced hyap,„ra,i.yofsaiddesi.ed da. ,e„s.. a. .eci.edin cairn, of d,c present invenuon. 

In d,c Response .0 App,ican.s Argn™en..s. .he O^ce Ac.io„ a.,er.s drat Ma^ha, 
".eaches a son™. „f docn^en. gcne.a.ion contro, inf„nna.ion supposing inse„ion of ,Ke 
destred da.a i.„s fro™ an infomraUon .^si.oty" on pages 7,-,02, pa«.cn,ar,y page., 7.3-84. 
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App.ica„.„spec,f„„ya.a,^.0„ page 72 Of ftec^ed passage, Ma^haic^,^^^ 

73-84 Of MarcM specifically show "C^Ung a Fo™ wUh a„ Edi.o," and -Running a.^ 
Projec...- To c.a,e a fo™ wiu. a„ editor, Ma.ha, describes code *a. a pn^an™. can use 
.0 c„a. cus,o™i.cd eleconic fo™s. TT. wri.es ,he XML code in an XML 

ed-.orusi„g„a,.up,an,uage...ep.og„„une,.aycrea,eaB,«,,^ 
custon.. U,efo™ as desired. Fo.exan,pie,forU,e given exan,p,e of convening p^,fo^, 
.n.o e,ec«,„ic, d,e ,.o^ wouid c,^ fields in a fonn ,o be fdied on. b, a use. Wben 
.hep.ojcc,is™,„e„n.p„.,,„^,i,^^,,,„^,^,^^__^^^^^^^^^^^_^^__^__^^^ 
3.4 of Ma^ba, wi,ich shows ^ fields • W and ••U.a.ion" The use. sees only U,s ouipu. 

andca„c,ic,.ond,ee„.i.,.^a™.-.o.y,«i„..Boo.Pai."andU.ee„U.r'Loca.ion...o.«^ 
'■Exhibi.ion Center, Namur" .see naoi. T7\ a 1,1, ^ 

mnr (see page 77). AlUiough Marchal describes source code for a 
pn>g™™er ,0 i„co^o.a,e i„.o a,e c^on of a fom. and having a user ™.„al,y fl„i„g 

c..a,edfor.,Ma.baidoesno.™en.ionorsugges.a.Weofdoc™.gcnera.onoon™, 
—on" or an ..info™a,io„ repo.s,.o.." as in .be presen. c,ain,ed i„ve„.io„. Marcba, 
-..y ^lows a p^gr^er .0 encode a for™ using XML and a user .0 fll, ou. *e coated 

gene.a.io„ co„.o, infor^aUon" .ba. ..suppo„,s, .nsenion of ... desired da,a ..e^s denved 
f-n," an "i„forn.a.ion .posi.o^ in ... ,„ej da.a fields." Tbe^fore, Marcbai (wi.b Muencb, 
ne.d,er discloses nor suggests a -We of docu^en. gene^rion conboi i„for™a.io„ 

^PPOriing insertion Of sa.d desired da.aiten,s derived f™ said i„for.nafio„.posi.o.y in said 
dala f,eld,s" as recited in claim I of .he pi^sent invendon. 
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Add..i„„a,„, .,e Office Action ci.ing pages 7i-.02. p„ie.,ar,y pages 73-84, f„*er 

i. replacing re.p,a.edocu»e„. da. field Placeholder i,e«s with «,ed<,a.a..™s,op.«.„ce 
a generated docu^n,,. Applicants respectfully disagtee. Tlte systeo, described b, Marchal 
does no, contain a docunten, processor for applying the control info^ation as in a,e p.sent 
claintcd invention. Ma^lral nterely aUows a ^ to „„ for^s by entering infonrtation into a 
docnmen. and does not teplace templa^ doc«„«„t data field ptaeehoHer items with desi„d 
data i,en,s as in the present invention. T.e Marcha, system, in which a user fills ou, an 
electronic form, is wholly „nl,.e the present clataed invention in which .he d„ 
«™ applies "contto. information in replacing template document data field placeholder 
i.ems With desired data items, to produce a generated document." Met^ly having a user 
manually ft,, on, fonns with information is no. e,uiva,ent to "a document pt^essor for 
applying ... (,he, con,ro, i„forma.io„ in ,^,acing temp,ate document data f.e,d placeholder 
"^"^ «^^^a«t^,,.tet^^^ ^^^^^ 
claimed invention. 



As stated on page 5 of the Offic Action, Mat^ha, neidter discloses nor suggests the use 
or ■•repetition identifier.-, which -indicatles] one of said da.a fieids is to he ,ep,icated .o 

Office Acta contends that Matcha, with Mueneh c,^ a fo™ template that handles 
repeating data items for the obvious and beneficial putpose of expanding a form template such 
.hat n handles repeattng data. Applicants respectfully disagree. Muench describes .sorting and 
BTOupin, shady.^^ stored data in an XML document. Muench merely sorts by -.string or 
number values" as described on pages 375-.,78. Although Muench describes the -.scan a„ 
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preced,„r(p.ge380,.ech„i,„ew,icH*.c..U,ecu™„,e,e™e„.a„o„,p^i„,e,e™e„„ 
.nve„.o„. F.*enno., o„ pages 383-387, Muenc, .so aescribes av„„i„, ,He sca„„i„, 

Mue„c,,perfo™,..H..™e.su,.as..e..sca„a,,p^a„s"n,.U,oc,w.hi„ash„„era.^^^^ 
Of .,.e. Howeve. perfo™i„g a son, as de.scri,.d by M„e„ch, .s no. „e sa.e a. .he p..„. 

When p.„,ne,„g a docn.e„. „^«,„„ ^ ^ 

.speciflcation of U,e p„se„. invemion, «i„dica.re., ,ha, one of .he da,a f.eWs 20,-206 is .„ he 

.«o., 40,-406.. <page 3, lines 30-3,). ™„s, U» i,en«er inaica.es .ha. a da.a fieid 

containing code fo. .nsction of i„fon„a,i„n such as "Firs. Name," "Us. Na^e,.' "Age,., e. 
(sec Fig. 2) .s «> he rep,ica.ed .o provide a group of da.a fields which arc replaced by .„Mp,e 

fields, idenUfledwi«ra.pe.i.ionide,.ifier,wid,„,ap.e desired da.i..„s.A„ example can 

..en,s. Mucnch „e„,y ^ and ^ „e.s ,n a previously c.a.cd doc„„,e„, and does „o. 
me„.ionors„gges.c.a.inga„ewdocun.e„,co„«„i„ga.pe«o„iden.fierasi„.Heprcsc„, 
c.™edi„ve„„o„. Therefore, Mne„chwi*Marcha,nei.er disclose nor .sugges. "a rep=,.o„ 

.de„,.f.cri„dica.i„g one ofsaidda^eld is .o be replica,ed.oprovidcagro„porda,a fields ,0 
be ^placed by a pln™li,y of said desi„d da. i,e„.s.. as rec.,ed in cla,n, 1 of d,c p.se„. 

invention. 
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The section, of Muenoh relied on include pages 375-387. 433-499 and pa„icnlar„ 
pages 470-475. Muench on pages 47(M75 merely shows processing of a„ XML daugra. 
con,pHsi„8 a source of nested .peaUng da.a. This nowhe. mentions or suggest use of "a 
repetition identifier" indicating "data fields" to be "tephcated .o pn,vide a group of data fields 
.0 be replaced a plurality" of "desited data items" in ..code representtng a document 
template including, data fields containing placeholder items to be replaced by desired data 
«ems" as .ecited i„ the present clai„.d invention. The sections ..lied on nowhete .show use of 
a "repetition identifier" diving repl.cation of "data fields" to be replaced by a plurality of 
••desire data item.," in ~ccKle reptesenting a document template including, data fields 
containing placeholder items to be ^placed by desired data item,s" as recited in the ptesent 
Claimed invention. The Mueneh XML datagram is as«,.e of repeating data and does NOT 
sugge,,, use of a "repetition identifier" ini.ra.ing c^aon of .peaUng data as claimed ("one of 

satd data fields is to be replicated to pn,videag,oupo,d.a fields", as in the p^sent Claimed 
.nvention. Similarly, pages 375-387 of Muench discuss using an XSL stylesheet for grouping 
and soring of already create., data and do NOT suggest use of a -repefition identifier- 
initiating ereaUon o, repeaHng data. Thus, the sorting of data already created as in Muench is 
Wholly unlike the preen, claimed rnvention which discloses "a repetitton identifier" that may 
iniUate the creation of repeating dau. Furttermore, Muench on pages 433-499 discusses 
P.x>cessing and storing XML datagrams. Muench (with Marehal) nowhere mentions or 
■suggests use of "a „peUtio„ identifier" indicating ^ ^^^^.^ ^ 

a document template inCudmg, data fields contaming placeholder items to be replaced by 
desired data items" as recited in claim 1 of the pmsent invention. 
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I. is .he cl™ I an.„ge,„e„, ,ha, adv»,ageous., enable., a.« of wo„. pressing 
applica.io„s or RT, compatible documen, templates ^ ^ 

progra^e. i„ creation of a customized fo™ by a no„-prog,»nner user. The cla.n, 1 
-angemen, » no, shown or suggested in the refen=nces when taicen aione or combined On 
.ta contra,,, the two rcfe^nce. (Marcba, and Muench, are parel, p™„ .fetence 
guides Which inherently teach the use of complex progt^tming language. ,t is precisely the 
need of prior ar. fonn cteation systetns. for .he ptogramnthtg sWlls taught by the Marchal and 
Muench reference, that the claimed an.„gen.e„t seeks to avoitl combined refe^nees 
nowhere recognize the advantages of the claimed arrangement or the probleo, i. addte^ses or 
P«>vide any ether reason or motivation for providing the clamed an.„gemen,. Rather the 
Cited references teach the use of complex programmhtg and sMls to fo™ creation that are .n 
duect conflict with dte putpose and function of the claimed an^gement. 

Tlte Office AcUon n=cog„tzes on page 5 and page 14 that MarchtU does not show or 
suggest use of "a repedtion identifier indicating one of said data fields is to be replicated to 
provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a plut^ty of said desited data items" 
However, the Off.ce Action contradicts the above .n the Respon.se to Arguments (Office 
AcUon, page ,5) which asserts that Marchal teaches code for a tepetidon identtfier on pages 
71-.02. Fig. 7.7 and 7.8 and pages 208-2.4. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal on 
page 76 menUons an XMLDat. Type Definition a>TO, for use in va,Ma«„g input data meets 
repeated data elements re,uircme„,s, such DTD based validation does NOT suggest use of a 
-repedtion identifier" for ,„it.at,„g c™.t.o„ of repeating data. As described above the 
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March., doe. no, show or .gge. „,,e of "a re^,iUo„ idenffier indicating one of said da,a 
f-e,d. i. ,o be repl,ca,ed ,o provide a group of data fields ,o be replaced by a p,„ra,i,y of said 
desi„d da,a i..„.s." The Rejec.i„„ also erroneous,, s«,es i. .ouid be obvious .o combine 
features of Muench wiU, Marchal .o produce the claimed a^gemem. 



The combinatton of the Muench XML datagram source of nested repeating data with 
*e Marcha, XML pr„gram„.ng capabihttes as suggested in the Rejection would ,.s„,t in a 
system tequiring an experienced programmer capable of writing XML customized code using 
a spectfic XML datagran, of „es,«. ..peat^g ..a to p.«vide a specific customized 

document. The combined sys.m wou,d al.ow users to enter informanon data into the 
document for ^r^, ,„eh as entering oMering rnformaUon into an online shopping car. and 
sort or group similar items. However, the combined system would not provide a 

that indicates one of the data fields is to be „ to provide a gt^rp of data 

The combined system does not even address the need for a aB«l!«Wa«ifiH, as in the 
present claimed invenUon. ^„s, the combined system does not provide (or suggest, a 
"document generation systenf enabling a „on„mer user to adaptively pr«,„ce a 
document by using a ..„peti.,o„ tdenttfier" to „ a -replica.cd.. group of -data fields to 
be replace," in a "document template- by -destred data items" as in claim 1 of the present 
urvention. Consequently withdtawal of .he Rejection of claim , under 35 USC ,03,a) is 
respectfully requested. 

to view of the above remarks. Applicants ..spcfully submit that Marchal and Muench 
When taken alone or in combination, provide no 3.5 USC , 12 compliant enabhng disclosure 
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thar.ake.ndepe„den..a™..„pa.nta.,e. Wo., AppHcan. f,,,,, 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLABVf 2 

Dependen. c,™ 2 is co„,sHen=d .o be pa.„tab,e based „„ Us dependence o„ clai. , 
and . . .b™i,.d .ba. .His c,ai„ is aUowaHe f„. ,be sa.e reasons as d.scussed 

above .ga^ung Cai. ,. aai„ 2 is a,so co„s,de.ed .„ ^ payable because Ma^ba, wiU, 
Muencb does noub„w(o.s„ggesO-W„™e..p.^ssorf„. applying" ..e„„«.u„f„™.a.ion 

-rep,aci„g,e„p,a.ed„c„„,en,da.afleldp,aceho,de.i.„.»o,'^,ica,ed-."da.fie.ds"wi^^ 
desi^d data i.e.s. .o p™,„ce a geoen.,ed docu^en,- i„ wbicb ,be ..con.™, i.tf„™a«o„ 
conuins a. ,eas, one of, ,a, an ide„,ifica,io„ of da.a fiCds in said .„p,a.e doc„n,e„. available 
ro be .placed by desin=d da.a i..s, (b) an iden«ca.on of a .ocaUon in said info™.,o„ 
-Pository Of a desired da.a i.e. as,s..ia.ed wid, an individual da.a field, and (c, an 
.Cen.ifica.ion of a ,oca.i„n in sa.d i„f„™a.io„ .po,si.o.y of a f... da.a i.en, f„. insertion in 

said individual da.afield Of said g^oup Of da.a fields and da. i.„.3e<,„e„.ia„y linked .o said 
Hrs. data item are insetted in .emaining da.a fields of said g™p of dam fields." 

The Office Acion s.a.es .bat Ma^ha. .eacbes .he idcn,iflca..c„ of da.a fields in the 
template documen. available .o be „p,aced by desired da.a i.en,s on pages 71-102, Figures 7 7 
and 7.8. and pages 208-214. Applicants resentfully disag.ee. Page 209 of Marchal shows 

how a JavaScrip,-ba.sed edi.or is used .o generate oMe,.. When fte order is «ady .o be sen. 

•he coded scnp. in ,is.,„g 7.8 -wrires ,be corresponding XML docu.cn, in a hidden field of.be 

■ncludes .he bidden field and XML documcn.'. (page 2 ,4, fi„. .bree lines,. Mat^bal docs no. 
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descnbe oo„.„, .fo^ation, and nowhe. in .He code or rhe o„,p„, of Ma.Ka, is ,he. an 
..=n,s fro. an i^„^.,„ ^„ ^^^^^^^^^ 

=n.pa,es 208 .o2,4disc.sw„.i„,e_:..™codea.,ofw.ieMnii.eU,ec,ain,ed 
»angen,en.s .,„i„ extensive p™gramn,i„g backg„,n„d and knowledge. Figu. 77 „f 
Marcha. shows ediUng a style shee. by drawing and dipping etaen. and Rgn. 7 8 show, 
edUo. nsed .„ e.a. and edi, p„.Hase o,de.. displays a shopping e^.h,e 

.™age Which ™ay he i,np,e.en,ed for a use. when e„.Hng ordering info^aUon. ^s is 

who,iy„nii.eU,epre.„.c,ai.e«.inve.io„ Which recites c„„,„, info™a,io„,ha.„.ycon.in 
"an idenUfieaUon of data fields in sa,d ,e,„p,aie deaden, available .„ be .placed by desi„d 
dataitenrs." "nre above secUons of Marchal, eiOter alone or in combination wlB, Mnench have 
no specific relevance .0 the claintcd .„a„g„«nt. Thus, Marchal with Muench neither disclose 
nor suggest the features of claim 2 of the pt^sent invention. 



In view ofdte above remarics. Applicants .spectfttllysubntitthatMarchal and Muench 
When taken alone or in combination, provide no 33 USC „2 compliant enabling disel^sute 
make dependent claim 2 unpatentable. The„f„re, Applicants futther respectfully submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIMS 

Claim 3 is consider, ,0 be patentable based on its dependence on claims 1 
and 2, and it is respectfully submitted that this claim is allowable for the same reasons as 
di-scussed above ,.ga,.i„ge,arms. and 2. Claim3isa,s„ considered to bepatentable because 
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Marcha. wi.h Mue„ch doe. „o, .*ow ,„r suggest) a syste™ involving a "ication idenUfler" of 
a "firs, data item" "for ins«io„ in said individual da,a field of sa.d group of data fields and 



data i.e.s sequentially linked «, said firs, da,a ite. are iaseled in „„aining data fields of sa,d 
group of data fields" in which tte "first d^a ..em eontprises an Extensible Markup Language 
compatible XPath value" as recited in the pn=sent claimed invention. 



The Office Action cites pages 330-336, particularly pages 333-336. of Matchal as 
.caching the use of XPath to select elements in a sottce XLM document. Although Marchal 
describes that XPa.h select elements in the sou,^ XML document, Man:hal is not concerned 
with a locaioaidemifier of the first data item comprising an XML compat.ble XPath value as 
in the pt^sent claimed invention. Marchal merely describes XML and XSL elements for 
allowing ptogrammers to create tempta.^. However, coding a template as in Marchal is 
Wholly unlike the present claimed invenUon which contains a location identifier of a firs, data 
i.™ for insertion in the individual data field of a group of data fields and data items 
.sequentially Unked to the fi,.t data item are inserted in remaining data fields of the group of 
data fields in which tire fir^t data item comprises an Extensible Markup language compatible 
XPath value. Moreover, coding a template is performed by a programmer and is wholly unlike 
the ptcsem Claimed invention which allows any user ,o genet^te a document without tire need 
to code complicated templates. 

Funhcrmore, Muench met^ly mentions XPath capability and the me,, mentioning of 
XPath capability found in Muench nowhetc mentions or suggests such a combination of 
features and ti,e specific use of an XPath function. Muench, similar to Marchal. does no, 
mention or sugges, a location iden,ifier. as in the present claimed invention and thus, Muench 
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and Ma^hal doe. no, disclose or sugge.,. fta, a,e "location identifier of said fi.t data i.e™ 
comprises an Extensible Markup Unguage compatible XPath value." Therefore. Marehal and 
Muench, when taken alone or in con.b,„a.io„, neither disclose nor suggest *e -system 
according to claim 2, wherein said loeaUon identifier of said first data item comprises an 
Extensible Markup Language compatible XPaUr value" as ..cited in claim 3 of the p.^nt 



invention. 



In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Ma«:hal and Muench. 
When taken alone or in con.b,„a,ion, pn,vide no 35 USC 1,2 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependent claim 3 unpatentable, -merefore. Applicants further tespecd-nlly submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIM 4 

Dependent claim 4 is considered to he patentable based on its dependence on claim 1. 
and 1, is tespectfuUy submitted that this claim is allowable for the .same reasons a_s discussed 
above regarding claim 1. Claim 4 is also considered to be patentable t«ause Marehal with 
Muench does no. show (or suggest) a system including "a data sonn:e file a.ss«=iati„g data field 
names of said dcument template w.th a data .nation in an infonnation reposito„, sa,d data 
source file comprising a, least one of, (a) a comma delimited file and (b) a flat file." 

The Office Action argues tha, Marehal, on pages 165-194. teaches tokening input 
ffle.s. which parses comma delimited and flat files is the same as the present claimed invention. 
Applicants tespectfully disagree. Rather, Marehal metely describes exporting XML-hased 
documents to other applications and importing non-XML documents in XML applications. 
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Although Marchal describes a cotaizer to, b„aks inpu, ffl., i„,„ i„ eo«i,„e„,s, ,he 
.otaizer d<.s „c, discicse or .ugges, a data .oarcc file comprising a, leas, one of a caM 
ddiffliMJlle and a as in d,e p„se„, clawed i„ve„,io„. The ,oke„i.er of Marchal, 

which is conrpleiely unrelated ,o ^ p^„, i„ven,io„. separates special ch^acers such as :, 
■, and ? from regular ,ex,. The parser ,he„ receives U,e p.-diges,ed inpu, f,„„ ,he ,„lcenizer 
and assembles them in a higher-level c„ns,ruc, (page ,68, -Archirecu™ of the Parser^-). TTus 
allows rte impon of non-XML dccumen.s in,o XML applications. Marchal does no, even 
naemion or sugges, a comma delimited file, as tte only characters allowed in EDIFACT syntax 
are , ; and ? (page ,71, "Writing the Tokenizer"). Nowher. io Mat^hal is Aer. memion or 
suggestion of separating files by commas, as in the p«se„t claimed invention. Additionally, 
Muench ioe. not provide any 35 USC 112 compliant enabling disclosure of different file types 
such as (a data source file compristog of either) a comma delimited file or a fia, file as in a,e 
presen, claimed invention. Tl,us. Marchal wiflr Muench. either ,ake„ individually or in 
combinarion. „.i,her diselo>«s nor suggests "a data source file comprising at least one of ... a 
comma delimited file and ... a fla, file" as in claim 4 of the present invention. 

Furthermore, in Marchal and Muench, when Uiken alone or in combinaUon, Uiere is no 
menhon of a document template with a datUocauauju^^ i„ ^ 

present claimed invention. The combination of Muench XML dautgram source of nesred 
repeaUng data with the Marshal XML p,.grammi„g capabilities as suggested in the Office 
Action would result in a system rc,„iri„g an experienced programmer capable of writing XML 
customized code using a specific XML datagram of nested repeating data ,o provide a .specific 
customized document. TT,e combmed system would allow use,, to enter information data m,o 
Ae document for purposes such as entering ordering inforiuation into an online shopping cari 
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and so„ or group sin,ilar iten,. n,e conrbined system would allow exporting and taporting of 
XML and non-XML docunrenCs and conversion, of documenrs needed for inrp„„a,io„ or 
exportaUon. However, .he combined system would no. prov,de or suggests a "data source 
file" that associates "data field names of [the] doeutnen, template with a data location in an 
informadon reposito,^," where the "data son,.e file compristes] a, leas, one of ... a comma 
delrmited file and ... a flat file" as in the present claimed invention. Thus. Marchal with 
Muench. when taken indivdually or in combinafion. neither d.scloses nor suggests "[tlhe 
sy.s.em according to claim 1. including a data source file associating data field names of said 
docnmen, template with a data locafion in an infonnadon repository, said data source file 
comprising a, leas, one of (a) a comma delimited file and (b) a fla, fje" as recited in clam, 4 of 
the present invention. 

In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectftiliy submit that Marchai and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 1,2 compliant enabhng disclosure 
that make dependent claim 4 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further respectfully submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 5 

Dependem claim 5 is considered to be patentable based on its dependence on claim 1. 
and i, is respectfully submitted dra, this claim is allowable for the same .easons as discussed 
above regarding claim 1. Claim 5 is also considered u> be pa,e„table beea„.,e Mat^hal wia 
Muench does no. .show (or suggest) a system involving a "repcition identifier" ,ha, "comprises 
a Rich Tex, Forma, (RTF) compat.ble Bookmark." Marshal, on pages 129^,66, contrary ,o the 
rejection statement, nowhere mentions or suggests (conversion of an XML doeumen. to RTF, 
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inhe„=„,ly i„cludi„g) conversion of XML bookmarks and i^peUHon ideMifier. ,o RTF. 
Although the above ci.ed pages of Marchal describe converting XML documenls to many 
formats, including RTF, there is no mention or suggestion of b«,kmarks or a repetition 
identifier as in the present claimed invention. The Office Action agrees by recogn.zing on 
page 5 and page 14 (Response to Applicants Arguments) that Matchal does tot show or 
suggest use of "a repetition identifier..." Mnench, similar to Marchal. when taken individually 
or in combination with Marchal, also fa,ls to show or suggest a tepetitton identifier. Mueneh 
describes sorting at,d grouping aheaSureaJed stoted data in an XML document. Muench 
merely sorts by "string or number values" as described on pages 375-378. Although Muench 
describes ,he -scan all preceding" (page 380) technique which checks the current element 
among preceding elements, Muench does not disclose or suggest a "tepetition identifier" as 
claimed in the present invention. Furthenno,^, on pages 383-387. Muench also describes 
avoiding the scanning and rescanning method to petform a quety. Sorting by string or number 
values, as described in Muench. performs the same results as the "scan all preceding" method 
widtin a shorter amount of time. However, performing a sort, as described b, Muench. is not 
the .same as U,e presettt claimed invention which discloses a t^netition iden.ifw comprising a 
Rich Tex. Forma. (RTF) compatible bookmark. The,^fo„, Muench and Marshal, when taken 
individually or in combina.ion, neither disclose nor suggest a "repetition ide„.ifier" comprising 
"a Rich Tex, Forma, (RTF) compatible Bookmaric" as tecited in claim 3 of the present 
invention. 



Furthermore, AppJ.cants respectfully disagree with the Office Action which states that 
RTF compatible bookmarks are mherently included in Marchal. Marchal, on pages 129-166 
merely describes exporting XML documents to other applications. In MarchaJ, , 



, conversion of 
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XML ,0 non^XML fo™ats is „ece,«a,y for exporting, as described in ,h. codes and exa„,p,es 
on pages m-m. Marcha,does„„,a,al,™„,i„„orsngge,s.b„oic™a*s. S^ply mentioning 
XML .0 RTF conversions, as in Marcl,aJ, does no, inherencly delude RTF compatible 
booknwics, as i„ d,e present c.aimed invention. TT,e inclusion of an RTF compatible 
booknwk in a «ple,io„ identifier is not inherent in Matcl^ and is . featu. of the ptesent 
claimed ,„ven.io„. Therefore, Mucnch and Marchal, when taken individually or in 
combination, neither disclose nor suggest a "repetition idenufier" comprising "a Rich Tex, 
Format (RTF) compatible Bookmaric" as teeited in claim 5 of the p^sent invenUon. 



In view of the above rentarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in eombinatton. prov.de no 35 USC M2 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependem daim 5 unpatentable. TTtet^fote, Applicants further respectfitlly submit 
that this rejection has been saUsfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIM 6 

Dependent claim 6 is considered to be patentable based on its dependence on claim 1, 
and it is respectfully submitted dtat this claim is allowable for the same masons as discussed 
above regarding claim 1. Claim 6 is also considered to be patentable because Matchal (on 
pages 129-166) with Muench does not show (or suggest) a system in whtch "said code 
n=p,^e„.ng said dcumen, ,emp,a,e is a, ,e« one of. (a) word processing appliealion 
compa,ible and (b) Rich Tex, Forma, (RTF) eomparible." As pteviously explained. ,he 
claimed a^ngemen, advantageously enables use of word processing applications or RTF 
compatible document templates that is understandable by non-programme,, in creation of a 
customized form by a non-programmer user. This capability is not .shown or suggested ,n the 
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coined .ferencs. 0„ ,he co„„a^. u,e ,w„ .fere„ces (Ma„M and Mueaoh) a. pu.,y 
pro„ „fere„ce g„ide., which ,-„here„.,y .each ,he use of co.p.e. p.„„, 
language. „ , p„cise,, the need of prior ar. fo™ creation sy«e»s for *e programming .k„,. 
taugh, by the Marchal and Muench references fta. fte clain«d arrangement seeks ,o avoid. 
The con,b.„ed references nowhe. recogni^ .he advanu.ges of .he claimed a^ngenren. or .he 
problem i, addresses or provide any o.her reason or moUvaUon for providing fte claimed 
a^angenren.. Rather, .he ci.ed refe.nces .each *e „se of comple. p„gramming and sl.„s in 
form c.«.ao„ «,a. are in di«c. conflict with the putpose and function of the claimed 
-angemen,. Use of an XML dfiauMmte as suggested by the Rejection on page 7 
defeats an advantage of the invenfon and renders form creation a complex, fonn specinc 
acdvity for a sMed programmer i„ which a programmer c.«„es form specific code for each 
individual fonn. Subsequent c„nve.ion of a created XML fonn to RTT= metely adds 

addressed by the claimed a„angeme„, of enabling use of a word processing applications or 
RTT compatible document template understandable by non-programmers in cteaUon of a 
customized fonn by a non-programmer. Wore. Ma„:hal with Muench. when taken alone 
or in combination, neither discloses nor suggesu the "system accotding to claim 1. whetein 
sa.d code rep,..sen,i„g said document template ,s a, least one of, (a) word processing 

application compatible and (b) Rich Text Form-,t /^»tc\ 

V ; KJcn lext hormat (RTF) compatible" as recited in claim 6 of 

the present invention. 



In View of the above remarks, Applican.s respectfully submit that Mat^hal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 3.5 USC 1,2 compliant enabling disc,osun= 
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tha, make dependent elata 6 unpatentable. Wore, Applicant, funher n=.pectfully subnnt 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdniwn. 



CLAIM 7 

Dependent elai™ 7 is considered ,o be patentable b^ on its dependence on claim I, 
and it is respectfully submitted that this clatnr is allowable for the sante t^ons as discussed 
above regarding clatnt 1. Claim 7 is also cons.dered to ^ patentable because Marchal with 
Muench does no, show (or suggest) a system in which "said document processor processes 
template document data, excluding said desi,^ data items i„se,«d in said placeholder items, 
by incorporating said template document data in said generated documem and said generated 
docnmem is compatible with Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL)." Marchal. on pages 329- 

333 and pages 122-123. eontraty to the rejection s,au=me„t,nowhe.. mentions or suggests such 
featu„=s. Rathe, pages 329-333 merely descdbe XSLT style sheet tempUtes and pages 122- 
123 descdbe HTML and WML style sheets »d associated code to generate output in a 
browser, Tlre exclusion of desired data items inser^d in the placeholder items is not 
mentioned in Matchal or Muench, when tate, alone or in combination. Tltus, Marchal and 
Muench, when taken alone or in combination, neither disclose nor suggest the "system 
according to claim 1, wherein said document processor processes template document data, 
excluding said desired data item. .„s=„ed in said placeholder items, by .ncotporating said 
template document data in said generated dt^umem and said gene^ted document is 
compatible wid, Extensible Stylesheet Ungnage (XSL)" as nxited in claim 7 of the present 



invention. 
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In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC ] 12 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependent claim 7 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further respectfully submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 8 

Dependent claims 8 is considered to be patentable based on its dependence on claim 1 , 
and it is respectfully submitted that these claims are allowable for the same t^asons as 
discussed above regarding claim I. Although Marchal describes different document formats 
such as XML and HTML, Marchal (with Muench) do not disclose or suggest the features 
claimed in claim 1 upon which claim 8 is dependent on. More specifically, Marchal with 
Muench does not disclose or suggest the generated document as described in claim 1 to which 
claim 8 is dependent upon. Thus, as Marchal with Muench, when taken alone or in 
combination, does not disclose or suggest the system according to claim I , it is respectfully 
submitted that this rejection be withdrawn. 

In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC ] 12 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependem claim 8 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further respectfully submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 9 

Dependent claim 9 is consMered to be patentable based on its dependence on claim I, 
and it is respectfully submitted that these claims are allowable for the same reasons as 
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diseased above rcgard.ng cW„ 1. Furthermore, Marshal wift Muench al«. neither di=«loses 
- »gges.s an iBfonfflUoajeEffidto as recited in claim 1 and claim 9 of the present 
invendon. Marchal describes eating electronic forms wim an editor for the purpose of 
collecting data. Marchal further describes writing XML code to genet^te documents. The 
code is Written by a Eroganater and when the XML page is loaded, the ,e.,ul. is a form that 
can be filled on, by a user. Marchal does no. locate one of the desired data items in an 
mtrmkmrnmrn as m the present claimed invention. Furthermote, the writing of code to 
fill out forms in Marchal is wholly unlike the present claimed invention in which desited data 
items derived from the inforination repository ar. XML compartble dam items derived from an 
XML comparible document. Therefor., the XML document and editor described by Marchal 
neither discloses nor suggests the "system according ,„ claim 1, wherein said desired data 
items derived from said infonnation r^sitory are Extensible Maritup Language (XML) 
compatible data items derived from an XML compatible document" as recited in claim 9 of the 
present invention. 



In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or .n combination, provide no 35 USC 112 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependent cla,m 9 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further respectMy submits 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 10 

Dependent cla,m 10 is considered to be patentable based on Hs dependence on claim I, 
and it is respectfully submitted that this cla™ is allowable for the same reasons as discussed 



above regarding claim 1. Claim 10 is also considered to be 



patentable because Marchal with 
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Muench does not show (or suggest) a system in which "said document processor processes 
template document data in Rich Text Format (RTF) together w.th desired data items derived 
from said information repository in Extensible Markup Language (XML) to provide said 
generated document in an Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) fonnat." Marchal (with 
Muench), on pages 129-166 or elsewhere, contra^^ to the rejection statement, nowhere 
mentions or suggests such features. As previously explained, the claimed arrangement 
advantageously enables use of word processing applications or RTF compatible document 
templates that are understandable by non-programmers in oration of a customized form by a 
non-programmer user. TOs capability is not shown or suggested in the combined references. 
On the conti^ the two references (Marchal and Muench) are purely programmer reference 
guides which inherently teach the use of complex programming language. It is precisely the 
need of prior art form creation systems for the programming skills taught by the Marchal and 
Muench references that the claimed arr^gement seeks to avoid. The combined references 
nowhere recognize the advantages of the claimed arrangement or the problem it addresses or 
provide any other reason or motivation for providing the claimed arrangement. Furthermore, 
Marshal and Muench, when taken alone or in combination, do not show or suggest an 
infoi^ation repository as in the present claimed invention. Therefore, Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, neither disclose nor suggest the ''system according to 
claim 1, wherein said document processor processes template document data in Rich Text 
Format (RTF) together with desired data items derived from said information repository in 
Extensible Markup Language (XML) to provide .said generated document in an Extensible 
Stylesheet Unguage (XSL) format" as recited in claim 10 of the present invention. 
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In view cfthe above reraarfa. Applicants respectfully subrai. that Man:hal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 1 12 compliant enabling disclosure 
.hat make dependent claim 10 unpatentable. Thet^fo... Applicants further respectfully .submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 1 1 

Dependent claim 11 i"onsidered to be patentable based on its dependence on claims 1 
and 10. and it is tespectfuUy submined Utat this claim is aUowable for the same n=aso„s as 
discussed above regarding claims 1 and 10. Claim II is also considered to be patentable 
because Marchal with Muench does no. show (or suggest) a system in which "said document 
processor includes an XML parser .o process said generated document in Extensible Stylesheet 
l^gnage (XSL) format to provide a processed document to Rich Text Fonnat (RTF)." 
Marcha. (with Muench), on pages ,29-166 or elsewhe,^ contta.^ ,„ .he ..jecion statement, 
nowhere mentions or suggests the features of claim 1 1 involving an "XML parser to process 
said generated document in Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) fonna, to provide a 
processed document to Rich Tex. Format (RTF)." The combination of the teferenees 
suggested does no. produce a document to RTF format. Tltet^fore, Marx^hal with Muench 
neither disclose nor suggest that the "document processor includes an XML parser to process 
said ge„era.ed document in Exteasible Stylcshee, Language (XSL) fonna. to provide a 
processed document in Rich Text Forma. (RTF)" as «i,ed to claim 11 of the pt^sen, 
invention. 



In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 1 1 2 compliant enabling disclosure 
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.ha. n,ake dependen, Cai. 1 , „„pa.en«e. Wo., Applicant ft^her re.pec,f„Uy sub»i. 
that this rejection has been satisfied and shoujd be wididrawn. 



CLAIM!?. 

Dependen, clain, , 2 i,, considered ,o be patentable based on its dependence on Cain, 1. 
and ,s respectfully s„b.i„ed ,ha. .his clain, is allowable for ,he same reasons as discnssed 
above .garding claim 1. Claim 12 is also considered to be patentable becau.se Marchal wis. 
Muench does no. show (or suggest) a sys.m in which a "d«:„me„, processor examines said 
tiocumen, template ,o iden.il, an individual data field con.ai„ing a placeholder i«m and 
incorporate a link in said individual data field iden„fyi„g a co.espo„ding iten, in said 
document generation conu.1 information, sa,d corresponding i«m enabling locating one of 
said desi^l data items in said informaUon ..positoty for inserton in said individual data 
fteld." Marchal (with Muench), on pages 7,-102 or elsewhete, contra,, to the «jecdon 
statement, nowhere shows or suggests the fea«.res of claim ,2. Marchal on pages 71-102 
describes creating ele«ro„ic forms with an editor for the purpose of collecting data. Ma,.ha, 
fu«her describes wd.ing XML code to gene^te document. Fig„,^ 3-8 and 3-1 1 metely show 
forms generated b, the codes in listings 3.4 and 3.5. ..spectively. in d,e above mentioned 
pages. The code is wdtten by a m^mmM and when the XML page is loaded, the result is a 

an mrnmmLMmilm as in ttte p,.se„. claimed invention. Futftermote, dte wHUng of code 
.0 m out forms in Marchal is wholly unlike the p^sent claimed invention in which a 
document proces.sor examines the document template to identtfy an individual data field 
containing a placeholder item »d incotpot^te a Itnk in .he individual data field identtfying a 
corresponding item in the document generation control information. TTterefore, the XML 
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docu^en, and edi.o. descnbed hy Marchai (wi,h Muench) ndther di.Ioses nor .,„gges,s a,e 
■■sy^en, acc„rd.„g ,o cla™ ,, .,e™„ s,d doc„™„, p_ examines .,a,d d<.„„>e„, 
.expiate .. . i„ said d_ generaUon c„„„„, tafo^,™. sa.d co.esp„„di„g i.e™ enabling 
iocating one of said desired data i,an» in said i„fo™«o„ „posi.o^ fo, i„,^„ 
.ndividnaJ data field " as recited in claim 12 of the present invention. 



Jn view Of d« above ren,arks. Applicants ^spectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when talcen alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 1,2 compMan, enabling disCosnre 
that ma.e dependent Cairn ■ 2 unpatentable. Wc. Applicants ft«her ■espec^.y submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIM n 

dependent clann 13 is considetcd to ^ patentable for ..asons given in connection 
With c„ms 1 and e. Claim ,3 recites a «al „.,er interface system supporting adaptive 
gcnenttion of a docnmen," comp.^,si„g -an image gener^or for generating a, least one image 
Window including: an image element enabling user selection of a text ptoccssing application 
compatible document template, said docnmen. template including, data fields contaimng 

.ndicating one of .said data fields is to be replicated to provide a gtoup of data fields to be 

examinatton of said document template to identify an individual data field and insert a desired 
data item detived from an information repositon- in said data field, to produce a generated 
document." These fcatutcs are not shown or suggested in Matchal with Muench. 
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Ma^cha, With M«„ch, ei*er .alcen individually or in c„mbi„aUo„, doe. no, .how (or 
-gges.) fea,ure co^na.ion of Cain, ,3 inclndin, -an in,age eleven. enabHn, User 
seleeUon of a .ex. processing appHcaUon- (e.g.. Word or RT^ .,„„pa,iWe document 
.empia,e." Marehai wi,h Mnenclr does no. show (or sogges.) use of a p„eessi„„ 
application oon,pa,i«e docu.en. .„p,a,e...i„c,„di„g. da. fields containing placeholder 
.terns ,o be replaced desi,ed data i.e^s, and a,.,o including a repe.iao„ MeaHfier 
indicating one o, said da.. fleWs is ,o be repUca.«, .o provide a group of data «c,ds ,o be 

"repeation .denUfier- initiating crea«„„ of „pea,ing data. Si.il.ly, pages 375-387 of 
Muench discuss using an XSL stylesheet for grouping and sorting of already created tepeating 
data and do NOT suggest use of a "repeUUon identifier" initiaUng c™.«™. of tepeating data 
Fu«her, Muench on pages 433^99 .ete.y discuss, p^cessing and storing XML datagtants 
Muench (with Marchal) nowhet. mentions or suggests use of "a „pe,i.i„„ „e„«l,e, 
indicating one of said da., fields is to be .p,.ca.ed to provide a group of data fields to be 
replaced hyaplurality of said desited data ite^s" as tecited in theptesentclai^edinvention. 

Mat^hal wtth Muench does not show (or suggest) a .syste. including "an itnage 
element enabling User selection o, a .ex. processing app«eaUon" (e.g.. Wot. or RTT, 
••eo„pa«ble docuntent tetnplate." As previously explained, the claimed a..angen,e„t 
advantageously enables use of wotd prcessing applications or RTF compatible document 
.empiates that are understandable by „„„-p„g„ ^ ^^^^^^.^ ^ 

non-ptogtammer user. Th.s capability is not shown or suggested in the combined references 
On the contrary, the two references (Marchal and Muench, are purely programmer reference 
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nee. of p„„. ^^^^^^ 

Mue„c, .,e.„ce. .a. .e ,,,, ^^^^^^^^^^ 

co„mc.w.«.*ep^.3^,„.,„„„,,,,^^„^^_^__^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

ae.a.e.XMLfo™.„KTp„..,,,,„„,„,,^,_^,^^^^^^_^^_^^^^_^^^^^^ 

noU„a„,wayadd„.U,ep„Me.a*esse..,.ec,ai„e.a.a„,e™e„.ofe„a.H„,.ecf^ 
p^es,*, app«ca.i„„. „. K„ ^^^^^ ^^^^ 

pro^a™e.,.ea,,„„„fac..o..e,fon„,,a„o„-p.„.^,„,„^,^^,^^^ 

Mue„c,„e.,e.,.e.ose„o.s„^e..e.ea^.,,„e..c,ai.,3„,,ep..„u„ve„«o„. 

eduor for .he p„^ose of coUec,i„, ,a.a. Ma^ha, f„^e. describes wri«„, XML code u, 
Sene..e doc^en. P.,.es 3-8 and 3-U „c„„ .Ho. fo™s ,e„e.a,ed ..e codes i„ 
«sa„,s 3.4 and 3.5, .spec^ve., ^e cCe . wri„e„ a p„ ^ ,,,, 

pase.,oaded,.e.es„.Usa.nn.a,ca„^«„ed„„.b.a„se.Ma..a,does„o..e„.io„ 

p.se„.c,..ed.™Uo„. ™s . co.ec„ office Ac,o„ o„ pa,e . March, 

does not de.ve des« da.a ,e™s fro. an as in „e p.sen. c,..ed 
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invention. Rather, MarchaJ manually receives infomation from a user in a form coated by an 
XML editor, as seen in Fig. 3.1, Fig. 3.2, Fig. 3.8 and on pages 72-74. TTtis ,s wholly unlike 
the present clainKd invention whieh dedves a desi^d data item from an l„formaa«, 
repository. Wdting of eode to ereate a user Hllable fonn is NOT genentting a doeument by 
inserting a desired data item derived from an information tepositoty in a data field. Thetefore, 
the XML document and editor described by Marchal neither discloses nor suggests "a graphical 
User interface system ... comprising: ... data fields containing placeholder items to be replaced 
by desired data items, and al«, including a tepetition identifier indicating one of said data 
fields is to be replicated to provide a group of data fields to be replaced by plurality of said 
desired data items; and ... iasertfing, a desired data item derived from an information 
repository in said data fieW a.s recited in claim 13 of the present invention. 

In the Response to Applicant, Arguments, the Office Action assem that Maichal 
••leaches ... inseriion of the desired data items Iron, a„ information repositoty" on pages 71- 
102, particularly pages 73-84. Applicants respectfully disagtee. On page 72 of the cited 
passage. Marchal describes ereatmg fonrts witt, an editor such as a newspaper converttng paper 
forms into electronic forms. Pages 73-84 of Marchal specifically show "Cteating a Form with 
an Editor- and "Running the Project." To create a form with an editor. Marchal describes code 
that a programmer can use to cteate customized electronic forms. The programmer writes the 
XML eode in an XML editor using markup language. The programmer may cteate a 
msmmmtMBESm and then custorai2e the form as desi,^. For example, for the given 
example of converitng paper forms into electronic, the programmer would cteate fields in a 
form to be filled out by a user. When the p«,ject is run, the output shows items that can be 
filled out by a user. This is shown in Fig, 3,4 of Marchal which shows the fields "Name" and 
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"LocMion". The u«- sees only ou.pu. and can diek on fte entity "Na™" to type .n 
•■Book F.r" and the enttty "U-cation" to type in "Exhibition Center. Nan,„- (see page 77, 
Although Marchai desct^bes source code for a prog™„„«r to incorporate ,„,o the creation of a 
fonn and having a user UK^ualiy fi„i„g u,, seated for™. Ma.ha. does no. mention or suggest 
an ".nfor^ation reposnoo-" as in the pt^sent claimed invenUon. Match., merely allows a 
programmer to encode a fonn using XML and a user to fil, „„, „e created fonn. «s is 
Wholly unlike the present claimed inventron whtch •■i„sen[s, a desired data items derived an 
informauon .positoty in ... [.be, data fields." T-erefote, MarchaJ (with Muench) neither 
discloses nor suggest,, a "dccument template to ... insert a d^ited data item deHved ftom an 
infonrtation .epo,sito.^ in said data field. ,o prcKluce a genetated document" as .ecited in claim 
13 of the present invention. 



However, as stated on page 5 of the Office Action, Mat^hal neither discloses nor 
suggests the use of .-.epetition identifiers" which "indicatle.,, one of said data fields is to he 
reptoted to provide a gtoup of data field, to be replaced by a plurality of said desired data 
items". Office Action contends that Marehal with Muench cteate a fonn template that 
handles repeating data .tcms for the obvious and beneficial putpose of expanding a fonn 
template such that i, handles repeating data. Applicants respectfully disagtee. Muench 
describes sorting and grouping ,!«d^^ stored data in an XML document. Muench 
nterely sorts by "string or number values" as described on pages 375-378. Although Muench 
describes the "scan all preceding" (page 380) tcchni<,ue which check, the cunent element 
among preceding elements, Muench does no, disclose or suggest a -repetuion identifier" as 
elaimed h, the ptesent invention. Funhen^ore, on pages 383-387. Muench also describes 
avoiding the scanning »d rescanning method to petfonn a ..uery. Soriing by s.i„g or number 
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vaiue. a.s de.HW in Mue„ch, perfo™ ,He .^e .esulu as ,he "so™ a,, p^^edtag" .eU,od 
w„I„„ a .h„„era.„o„„, oni^e. Howevo. pe,-f„™.g . ^ . 

fte sa^e as ,he preset claimed i„ve„,o„ wWci, d....o.ses a indicating fta, 

one Of d,e da. fie.ds is .o be .p«ca.ed to p^vide a g™„p of data fields .0 be .epiaced by a 

spc.fica.ion of ,be p..«„, invention. ..ind.ca,(e., that one of the data fields 20,-206 is to be 

Hen.s40.-406.Vpage3, lines 3M,,™„s. the te^tiot, identifier indicates thatadat^fi^ 
containing code fo. i„se„i„„ of .nfo^ation sueh as -Fi.t Name," "Last Natne," "Age," etc. 
(see Fig. 2) is ,0 be teplieated ,0 prov.de a group data fields which are replaced b, multiple 
desired data l.e.s. TTtus. the present c,a,„ed invention creates a document and replaces data 
fields, identified wi«, a tepetition identifier, with mnMple desited data items. An example can 

.nvention as Muencb is no, concemed with replacing data fields >vi,h mn„p,c desired data 

..cms. Muenchmetely^andaa* items inaprevionslycated document and does no, 
mention or suggest creating a new document co„.a,ning a tepetition identifier as in the present 

clatmed invention, TherefotcMuench With Ma^hal neither disclose nor suggest "a ^petidon 
.dentifier indicating one Of s^d data field tstobetepliccdtoprovideagronp Of data fields to 

invention. 



The Office Action recognizes on page 5 and page 14 tha, Marchal does not show 
suggest use of "a tepeUtion identtfier indicating one of said data fields ,s to be repHca.«, 



items.'' 
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However, .he Office AcUon con.adics me above in the Response .o A„u.e«s (Office 
Aouon, page ,5) which a.sem .ha, Maxeha, .cache, code for a repe.ihon Mcn.ifier on pages 
71-J02, Fig. 7.7 and 7.8 and pages 208-214. Appl.ca„.s n=spec,f„lly snh™i, .ha, Marehal on 
page 76 ™e„,io„s an XML Da,a Type Defi„i,i„„ (DTO, for use in va,ida«„g i„p„. da. „ee. 
repea,cd da.a elemen.., reqniremen.s, such DTD based v.lidatt.„ docs NOT sugges, use of a 
"repe.i.ion identifier" for initiating c«,«o„ of re^a.ing da,a. As described above, fte 
Marchal refe^nce fails ,o show or sngges,s 0. fea.„.^ of U.e p„sen. claimed invention. 
TT,ns. March^ does no, show or sugges, use of "a .petition identifier indicating one of said 
da.a fields is ,o be replica.ed .o provide a g^up of da,a fields ,o be ..placed by a pl„,^,y of 
said desi^d da,a i,ems." However, fte Rejection erroneously s.a.es i, would be obvious ,0 
combine fea,ures of Mueneh wid. Marchal .o preduce U.c claimed arrangemen,. 

The combination of .he Muench XML da.agran, sou,^ of „es.ed ,.peating da,a wi,h 
ae Marchal XML progran^ing capabili,ies as suggested in ,he Rcjecion would rcsul, in a 
sys,em requiring an experienced p^gramn^er capable of wriling XML cus,on,ized code using 
a specific XML damgram of nested .peating data to provide a specific custonrized document. 
The combined system would allow users to enter Information data into the document for 
pun>o.scs such as entering ordering information into an online shopp.ng can and sort or group 
Similar items. However, the combined system would „o, provide a ,mm,u6mm ,ha, 
indica.es one of ,he da,a fields is ,„ be .p,ica.ed ,o provide a group of da,a field, ,o be 
replaced by a pluraL.y of desi„=d da.a i.ems as in ,he p„sen, claimed invention. The 
combmed sy,,.em does no, even address .he need for a ^aMaiudfflife, as in .he present 
claimed invention. Thus, the combined system does not provide (or sugges.) a .'graphrcal User 
inrerface sysrem- enabling a non-programmer user .„ adaptively p„^„ce a -generated 
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doc„«„" by ..tag a ".pctlon ide„t,fier" to generate a "t^plicated" g^up of "data fields ,„ 
be replaced b, a plurality of .aid destred data ,.e™," as in Cain, ,3 of the present invention 
consequently withdrawal of tbe Rejection of C^nt 13 under 35 USC 103(a, is respectfully 
requested. 



In view of the above ternaries. Applicants respectfully submi, that March^ and MuetKh, 
when taken alone or in contbination. pt^vide no 35 USC 112 cotnplian. enabling di.,c.osnre 
that ntake independent claim ,3 unpatentable. Wo., Applicants tether respectfully 
submit that this rejection has been saUsfted and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIM 14 

Independent clain, ,4 is considered to be patentable for „=asons given in connection 
With claints 1. 6 and .3. Furthemtote, Ma^hal and Muench neither disclose nor suggest -ta, 
meutod for adapUvely producing a docn^en, fr„™ inforntanon dertved front an infomration 
..pository, comprising the steps of: exanuning text p,«essing application compatible code 
reptesenting a document template" whete Bte document template includes "data field, 
containing placeholder ..ents to be replaced by desi«d data items" and also includes "a 
..petition tdentificr indicattng one of satd data flelds is to be replicated ,o provide a group of 

information supporting insenion of said desit^i data items dedved flom said informatton 
repository in said data fields to teplace template document data field placeholder items with 
desi.^ data items, to ptoduce a generated document" as n=cited in claim .4 of the p„.,,ent 

invention. 
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M=.ch,l on page. 71-102 describes creating electtonic forms wiU, an editor for the 
putpose Of collecting data. Marchal funher descdbes writing XML code ,„ generate 
document,,. Figures 3-8 and 3-„ tneteiy show fomts generated by fte codes i„ l.stings 3.4 and 
3,5. respectively on tie above ntentioned pages. The code is written by a ptograntnter and 
when the XML page is loaded, the result is a form that can be filled out by a user. Marchal, as 
correctly dtsclosed by the Office Action, docs no, teach a repct.tion identifier indicating data 
fields to be .eplicated to provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a plurality of said 
desited dau items (Rejecdon. page 5) as in the ptesen, clainted invention. However. Muench 
^so does not describe this featute. Muench descrite sorfing and gn,uping fedj^oM^ 
stored data in an XML document. Muench merely sons by "stnng or number v^ues" as 
described on pages 375-378. Aidtough Muench describes the "scan all preceding" (page 380) 
.echnique which checks the current element among p^ceding elements. Muench does not 
disclose or suggest a "repetttion ident.fier" as claimed ta Ute present invention. Futthennote. 
on pages 383-387. Mnench also describes avoiding the scanntng and rescanning method to 
f«rfon. a que^. Sortmg by string or number values, as described in Mueneh. perfonrts the 
same tesults as the "scan all preceding" method within a shorier amount of time. However, 
perfornung a sort, a.s descrM by Muench, is no, the same as dte pt^n. claimed invention 
Which discloses a r^mio^uSmiM indicating that one of ,he data fields is to be replicated to 
Pt^vide a group of data fields to be .placed by multtple desired data items. Muench is not 
concerned with replacing data fields by multiple desited data items as Mueneh only ^ and 
mm, items. Fu„hcrmore, Marchal dt^s not mention or suggest a .petition identifier that 
.ndtcates one of the data fields is to be replicated to p^vide a grot,p of data fields to be 
-placed by a plur^ity of desired data items as in the p^sent claimed invention. This is 
cotrectly admitted in the Office Action on page 5. Therefote, Muench and .Marcha, neither 
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d.sdo.,e nor suggest "a repetition idendfter indicating one of said data field is to be .plicated 
.0 provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a plur^ity of said desi.^ data items" as 
recited in claim 1 4 of the present invention. 

Muencho„pages470-475t.erelyshowspn.essi„gofanXMLdatagramcomprisinga 
source of nested repeaUng data. m. nowhere mentions or suggests use of "a repetition 
identifier" indicating "data fields" to be "tcplicated to provide a group of data fields to be 
replaced by a plurality" of "desired data items" in "code ..ptesenting a document template 
including, data fields containing placbold. items to be repiac»=d by desired data items" as 
recited in the present claimed invendon. TTte .sections relied on nowhetc show ase of a 
"repetition identifier" driving teplication of "data fields" to be replaced by a plurality" of 
"desinrf daia items" in "code reptesenting a d«„men. templau= including, dam fields 
containing placeholder item,, to be teplaeed by desited data items" as recited i„ the present 
Claimed invention. Tlre Muench XML datagram is a source of tcpcat.ng data and does NOT 
suggest use of a ■^petition idenfifler" initiating crea«o« of repeating data as claimed ("one of 
said dam fields is to be replicated to provide a g^up of data fields"). Shmlarly. pages 375-387 
Of Muench discuss using ^ XSL stylesheet for grouping and sorting of already e™.Ud data 
and do NOT suggest use of a "repedtion identifier" ini„a,i„g creation of repealing data. Thus. 
Ure sorting of data already created as in Muench .s wholly unlilce Ure present clatmed invendon 
which discloses "a tepetition idendfie^. that may initiate the creation of repeadng data. 
Furthermore, Muench on pages 433-499 discns,ses p,«essing and storing XML datagrams. 
Muench (w.U, Marchal) nowhere mentions or suggests use of "a rcpcddon rdendfier" 
indicadng "data fields" to be "replicated to provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a 
plurality" of "desin^d data items" in "code rep.se„d„g a document template inc.udtng, data 
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fields con,™i„, placeholder .o ^ .placed by desi.d data ice^s" a. i„ clai™ ,4 of fte 

present invention. 



Furthennore. fte system described by Ma«.hai. on pages 71-102, particularly pages 73- 
84. dees „„. contain a doonnent processor for applying tie contt^l information as .n the 
present claitned inventton. Marclta. merely allows a user to fil, fornts in a document and docs 
not replace template document data fteld place holder items with desi,«i data items as m the 
P«se„t invention, and thus. Marchal neiUrer discloses nor suggests -applying control 
.nformation supporting i„se„ion of said desi,«. data items dedved f,«m said informadon 
..positoty in said data fields to replace template document data field placeholder items with 
desi«=d data iten., to produce a generated document" as recited in claim 14 o, the pt^sent 
invention. 



■n. combination of the Muench XML datagram source of nested repeating data with 
.he Marchal XML progt^mming capabtl.ties as suggested in the Rejection would result in a 
system requidng an experienced prograrrtmer capable of writmg XML customized code using 
a specific XML datagram of nested re,«ati„g data to ptovide a specific customized document. 
Tlte combtned system would allow users to enter information data into the document for 
purposes such as entering ordertng information into an online .shipping cart and sort or group 
Similar items. However, the combined system would no, provide a repetition identifier that 
indicates one of the data fields is to be replicated to provide a gn,„p of data fields to be 
replaced by a plurality of desired data items as tn the present clanncd .nvention. TTte 
combined system does not even address the need for a :,paMmid«fa, as in the present 
Claimed invention. Tl,us. the combined system does not provide (or suggest) a -method- 



44 



Serial No.: 10/725,154 

2002PI9675US01 

•Vepeaion ,,e„,fi„" i„<,ica,.g one of ,he field, i. ,o ^ "„p,ica.ed .o prov.de a group of 

.iata fields .obe.p,acedbyap,..UUy Of said deseed da.a......i„e,ai.,4of*ep«se„. 

.nvention. Consequently wiU>*awal of the Rejection of claim ,4 under 35 USC i03(a, is 

respectfully requested. 



In view of .he above ^nrarks. Applicants „s^etf„lly subnuts tot Marchal and 
Mueoch, When taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC U2 compliant enabling 
disclosures .ha. ma.es independent claim H unpatentable. Wore, AppUcants funHer 
respectfullysubmitthatthis rejection has been satisfied and shouldbe withdrawn. 

CLAIM 1.5 

independent Cairn 15 is considered u, be patentable for .^^.ns given in connection 
w..h claims 1. 6 and 13. Additionally, Marcha, with Muencb, when taken indiv.dually or in 
combination, neither disclose nor suggests a "method for adaptively p.«i„eing a document 
comprising the steps of: receiving a pt^essing application compatible electronic 
document temptee inCud.ng: data fields having placeholder items, and a. leas, one repetition 
.dentrfier indicating at least one of said data fields that .s to he „p„ca,ed; rece.ving data items 
and merging said electronic document template with said data items to produce the document 
responsive to replacing placeholder items with said data items, and responsive to teplacmg the 
a. least one of said data fields thai ,s to be replicated to provide a g„,„p of data fields to be 

invention. 
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Ma^chal „„ pages 7,-102 describes c„au„g elecTonic fo™. „iu, ^ editor for me 
purpose of coliecing da.a. Maroha. f„*er describes wriiing XML code ,„ „ 
docu.e„,s. Rg„res 3-8 a„d 3-, , merely show foons ge„e«ed by .be codes ,„ ,is„„gs 3 4 and 
3.5, ..pecUveiy on U,e above ™.„,io„ed pages. code is wriuen by a 

whe„,beXMLpageis,„aded,,be.suUisaf„n.a.,ea„bem,edo„,bya„ser.March^., 
correcU, disclosed by ^ Office Action, does not teach a repetition identitier indicating data 
fields to be „p,icated to provide a group of data neids to be replaced by a plurality of sard 
destr^i data ite^s (Rejection, page 5) as in the pt^sen. claimed invention. However, Muench 
also does no. describe this featn.. Mnench de^^^s sorUng and grouping ^^.^ 
stored data in an XML document Muench tnetely sorts by ...ring or number v.ue," as 
described on pages 375-378. Although Muench descobes the -scan all pt^ceding" (page 380) 
.echnitiue which checks the cun«„t eleoren, atnong p.«:edi„g element.,, Muench does not 
dtsclose or suggest a -repetition identifier" as clainted in Ute pt^sent invention. Furthet^ore 
on pages 383-387, Muench also describes avoiding the scanning and rescanning method to 

sa«e results as the ".scan all pt^ng- „eUt«l within a shor^r antoun. o, ,i»e. However 
performing a so„, as described by Muench, is no, Ute san. as the present claimed invention 
''-ioses a ^paitoutefe tndicating at least one of ,bc data fields is to be 
repucated and teplicating a. least one of the data fields that .s to be replicated to provide a 
Sroup of data fields to be replaced by a plurality of desited data items. Muench is no. 
concerned with replacing da.a fields by multiple desited data items as Muench only ^ and 
mm ..ems. Therefo., Muench and Ma.ha, neither disclose nor sugges. -...at least one 
.epeti-ion identifier indicating at leas, one of said data fields that .s .o be replicated . . ,a„dj 
—gthe at leas, one of said data fields .ha. is ,o be replica.ed to provideagroupof data 
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fields ,0 be ..placed b, a pluraiUy of said desired da,a i,™s" as rc.iu^ i„ claim .5 of .he 

present invention. 



Muench o„pages470^75 me„,y shows processing of an XML da,agram comprising a 
source of nested rep=a.i„g da,a. Tlris nowhe. memions or suggests use of "a, leas, one 
repetition identifier indicating at least one of said data fields that is to be replicated" and 
■•-placing placeholder items wim" .he "data items" and -.plicating the at least one of satd 
data fields tha, is to be ..plicated to provide a group of data fields .o be replaced by a plumlity 
of said dcsited data items" as recited in clain, 1 5 of the present invention. The sections telied 
on nowhere show use of a "repetition identifier" as in the p„sem clainrcd invention. The 
Muench XML datagram is a source of repeating ,ata and does NOT suggest use of a 
"repeddon identifier" initiating ereaUon of repeating data as claimed ("one of said data fields 
thatistobereplicatedtoprovideagroupofdamflelds"). Similarly, pages 375-387 of Muench 
discu.,s using an XSL stylesheet for groping and soning of already created data and do NOT 
suggest use Of a "repetition identifier" initiating creation of repeating data. TTius, the .sorting 
of data alteady cteated as in Muench is wholly unlike dre preset claimed invention which 
discloses "a repetition identifier" that may initiate the creation of repeating data. Funhermo... 
Muench on pages 433-499 discu,sses processtng and storing XML datagrams. Muench (with 
Marchal, nowhete mentions or suggests use of "a repetition identifier" indtcating at leas, one 
of said dam fields that is to be ,eplica«=d" and -^placing placeholder items wi,h" ,he "da,a 
items" and "replicating the a, least one of said data fields fta, is to be teplicated to provide a 
group of data fields to be replaced by a plurality of said desired data items" as in claim 15 of 
the present invention. 
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1. is .h. claim 15 arrange^nt to( advantageously enables use of word p^cessing 
.pp..ca„o„s or RTF co„,pa«l„e doc„.e„, .emplales *a, are ™ders,a„dable ,y „o„- 
program^ers in creation of a cus,o.,.ed fonn by a „o„-progra™.er user. Tlre claim .5 
arrangen^nt is no. shown or suggested in tbe refetences when taken alone or combined On 
.He contrary, the two references (Marcha, and Mueneh, ar. p„,e.y p..„ .ferenee 
gu,des whtch i„he«„„y teach the use of complex programming language. „ i,, precisely the 
need of prior a« fom, e,«.Uo„ systenrs. for the prog,a„.„i„g skills taught by the Marcha, and 
Muench referees, that .he clain^ a.^g,,,„, ^ ^^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^ 

nowhere recogn.. ,hc advantages of the c,ain.ed anangemen. or *e problen, i. addresses or 
provide any oU.er reason or ™Uvadon for providing d. claimed arrangcntent. Ra*er d,e 
ci.ed references .each U,e use of conrplex p,.gra„„ing and skills in fo,™ elation dra. a 
direc. conflic. wiU, .he putpose and function of the claimed ammgement 



it are in 



The Office Action reeogmzes on page 5 and page ,4 tha, Marchal does no, show or 
.suggest u.se of "a .petition identifier indicating one of said data fields is .o be teplicated to 
pn>vide a gtonp of data fields to be replacd by a pl™^ity of said desi,«i da. items " 
However, the Rejection coneously states i, would be obvious to co„,bine features of Muench 
with Marchal to produce the claimed atrangement. 

The combination of fte Muench XML datagram soutce of nested .peating data with 
•he Marchal XML prograntm.ng capabilities as suggested in the Rejection would tesult in a 
syslem recutring an experienced programmer capable of writing XML customized code usin. 
a specific XML datag.^, of nested repeating data to provide a .specific customized document 
The combined system would allow users to enter info-cation data into .he document for 
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purees .uch . „,enng orCenng i„fo™«io„ ■„.„ online .shipping c« and «„ „. g,o„p 
sin,i,ar i.e.s. However, U,e combined system would „o, provide a. Iea,« one repeUUon 
idenffle. fl,a, indicates a, ,ea. one of ,he data fields ,s ,o be .p,ica«d and replicating U,e a, 
leas, one of d,e dam fields ,ha. is to be .pleated to ptovide a gtoup of data fields to be 
replaced by a plurality of desi^d data itents as in the pt^ent claimed invention. The 
combined system does not even address the need for a aBBM^, as in the p.sent 
claimed invention. I,„s. the combtned system does not provide ,or suggest) a "method- 
enabling a non-ptogrammer user to "adapively ... [produce] a document" by using a 
"repetition identifier- indicating one of the data fields is to be .plicated and "..p.icating the at 
least one of said data fields that is to be .plicated to provide a group of data fields to be 
-placed by a p.urali^ of said desired data items" as in claim ,5 of the p„s=nt invention 
Conscuently wid,d,.wal of the Rejecfion of claim ,5 under 35 USC ,03(a) is respectfully 



requested. 



In view Of the above remarks. Applicants „s,«c,fully submtt that Marchal and Muench, 
When talcen alone or in combinafion, provide no 35 USC ,12 compliant enabling disclosures 
.hat makes independent cla.m ,5 unpatentable. Wore. AppUcants fcrflter tespectfully 
submit that dtis rejecfion has been .satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



CLAIM 16 

Dependent claim 16 .s consideted to be patentable based „„ iu, dependence on claim 
.3, and i, is respectfully submitted that this cWm is allowable for the same reasons as 
discussed above regarding claim .5. Claim ,6 is also considered ,„ be patentable because 
Marehal with Muench, either taken alone or ,„ combination, does not show (or s„g„es.) a 



Serial No.: 10/725,154 2fl«2P19675US01 

system in which the "step of merging is performed by at least one of, (a) XSL compatible code 
and (b) a mail merge application program." Merely mentioning XSL does not produce the 
method recited in claim 16 of the present invention. Therefore, Marchal (with Muench) 
nowhere mentions or suggests the features of claim 16. Thus, Marchal with Muench, when 
taken alone or in combination neither discloses nor suggests a "method for producing a 
document according to claim 15, wherein said step of merging is performed by at least one of, 
(a) XSL compatible code and (b) a mail merge application program" as recited in claim 16 of 
the present invention. 

In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 112 compliant enabling disclosure 
that make dependent claim 16 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further respectfully submit 
that this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

CLAIM 17 

Dependent claim 17 is considered to be patentable based on its dependence on claim 
15, and it is respectfully submitted that this claim is allowable for the same reasons as 
discussed above regarding claim 15. Claim 17 is also considered to be patentable because 
Marchal with Muench does not show (or suggest) a method involving "receiving a selection of 
text processing application compatible" (e.g. Word or RTF) "electronic document templates; 
and receiving a selection of a source of the data items." Marchal with Muench nowhere 
contemplates or suggests use of "text processing application compatibJe electronic document 
templates" or recognizes the problem of facilitating form creation by a non-programmer that 
this feature addresses. The claimed arrangement advantageously enables use of word 
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proccssieg applications or RTF companble document .en,p.a,es tha, a„ understandable by 
non-prog^nters .n creation of a custonnzed fo,™ by a „o„-progran,mer user. Thts capability 
is not shown or suggested to the combined ..ferences. On the contraty, the two teferences 
(Marshal and Muench) are p„,.Iy programnrer ..fetence guides which inherently teach the use 
of complex progratnmtng language. 1, is pt^isely the need of pHor art fon„ cation systems 
for .he programming skills taugh. by the Marchal and Muench references that the claimed 
arrangement seeks to avoid. Tlte combined refe^nces nowhe. recognize the advantages of 
.he Claimed a^ngemen. or the problem i, addtesses or p^vide any other teason or motivadon 
for providing the clainrcd arrangement. Rather, cited r.fe^ .each d« use of complex 
prognumning skills in form cteaxion *a, a,, in di.ct conflict with the putpose and fitnction of 
ae claimed atrangement. Use of an XML dr«:umem template defeat an advamage of the 

invention and render^fonncreadonacomplex. form specific activi,yforaskil,edp,.grammer. 
Subsequen, conversion of a created XML form to RTF met^y adds complexity » an alteady 
complex p,«es.,. This does no. in any way addt^ss the problem add^ssed by the claimed 
a™.gemen. of enabltog use of a word pr«essing applications or RTF compatible document 
.emplate nndemandable by non-p^grammers to cation of a customized form by a non- 
programmer. Thus, Marcha, wtth Muench, when taken alone or m combination, neither 
discloses nor suggests "[a] med,od for producing a document according to claim ,5, futther 
comprising U,e steps of: receiving a selection of text processing application compatible 
electronic documen. .emplates; and receiving a selection of a .sou.™ o, the data items" as 
recited in 1 7 of die present invenUon. 

In view of ,he above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchal and Muench, 
when taken alone or in co.„bi„a.i„„, provide no 35 USC 112 complian. enabling disclosute 
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that makes dependent cla^s 17 unpatentable. Therefore, Applicants further n^spectfully 
submit thai this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 

In view of the above remarks. Applicants respectfully submit that Marchai and Muench, 
when taken alone or in combination, provide no 35 USC 112 compliant enabling disclosure 
that makes claims 1-17 unpatentable. Therefore. Applicants further respectfi^Hy submit that 
this rejection has been satisfied and should be withdrawn. 



Vin. CQNriTTSTOINI 

Marchai and Muench, when taken alone or in any combination, neither disclose nor 
suggest a document generation system for producing a document from information derived 
from an information reposito^. as in the present claimed invention. Specifically, Marchai and 
Muench fail to disclose or suggest a source of code representing a document template 
including data fields containing placeholder it^ms to be replaced by desired data items and also 
including a Mimitoiner indicating one of the data fields is to be replicated to provide a 
group of data fields to be replaced by a plurality of the desired data items as in the present 
claimed invention. Addationaily, Marchai with Muench neither disclose nor suggest "a source 
of document generation control information supporting insertion of the "desired data items 
derived from said information repository in said data fields; and a document processor for 
applying said control information in replacing template document data field placeholder items 
with desired data items, to pn^duce a generated document" as in the pn^sent claimed invention. 
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Accordingly it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims I- 17 be reversed. 



Alexander J. Burke 
Intellectual Property Department 
Siemens Corporation, 
Customer No. 28524 
Tel. 732 321 3023 
Fax 732 321 3030 



Respectfully submitied. 




Date: March 5, 2007 



Alexander J Burke 
Reg, No. 40,425 
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APPENDIX I . APPKArFnri ATTUg 

1 . (Original) A document generation system for producing a document from 
information derived from an information repository, comprising; 

a source of code representmg a document template including, data fields containing 
placeholder items to be replaced by desired data items, and also including a repetition identifier 
indicating one of said data fields is to be replicated to provide a group of data fields to be 
replaced by a plurality of said desired data items; 

a source of document generation control information supporting insertion of said 
desired data items derived from said information repositoiy in said data fields; and 

a document processor for applying said control information in replacing template 
document data field placeholder items with desired data items, to produce a generated 
document. 

2. (OriginaJ) The system according to claim 1, wherein 
said control information contains at least one of, (a) an identification of data fields in 
said template document avdlable to be replaced by desired data items, (b) an identification of a 
location in said information repository of a desin^d data item associated with an individual data 
field, and (c) an identification of a location in said information repositoi^^ of a first data item 
for insertion in said individual data field of said gioup of data fields and data items sequentially 
linked to said first data item are inserted in remaining data fields of said group of data fields. 

3. (Original) The system according to claim 2, wherein 
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said location identifier of said first data item comprises an Extensible Markup 
Language compatible XPath value. 



4. (Previously Amended) The system according to claim 1 , including 

a data source file associating data field names of said document template with a data 
location in an information repository, said data source file comprising at least one of, (a) a 
comma delimited file and (b) a flat file. 



5. (Original) The system according to claim 1, wherein 

said repetition identifier comprises a Rich Text Format (RTF) compatible Bookmark. 

6. (Previously Amended) The .system according to claim 1, wherein 

said code representing said document template is at least one of, (a) word processing 
application compatible and (b) Rich Text Format (RTF) compatible. 

7. (Original) The system according to claim 1, wherein 

said document processor processes template document data, excluding said desired data 
items inserted in said placeholder items, by incorporating said template document data in said 
generated document and said generated document is compatible with Extensible Stylesheet 
Language (XSL). 



8. (Original) The system according to claim 1, wherein said generated document 
comprises one or more of, (a) an SGML document, (b) an XML document, (c) an HTML 
document, and (d) a multimedia file. 
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9. (Original) The system according to cJaim 1 , wherein 

said desired data items derived from said information repository are Extensible Markup 
Language (XML) compatible data items derived from an XML compatible document. 

10. (Original) The system according to claim 1 , wherein 

said document processor processes template document data in Rich Text Format (RTF) 
together with desired data items derived from said information repository in Extensible 
Markup Language (XML) to provide said generated document in an Extensible Stylesheet 
Language (XSL) format. 



1 1 . (Original) The system according to claim 10, wherein 

said document processor includes an XML parser to process said generated document 
in Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) format to provide a processed document in Rich Text 
Format (RTF). 



12. (Original) The system according to claim 1 , wherein 

said document processor examines said document template to identify an individual 
data field containing a placeholder item and incorporate a link in said individual data field 
identifying a corresponding item in said document generation control information, said 
corresponding item enabling locating one of said desired data items in said information 
repository for in.sertion in said individual data field. 
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1 3 . (Previously Amended) A graphical User interface system supporting adapUve 

generation of a document, comprising: 

an image generator for generating at least one image window including: 

an image element enabling User selection of a text processing application compatible 

document template, said document template including, data fields containing placeholder items 

to be replaced by desired data items, and also including a repetition identifier indicating one of 

said data fields is to be replicated to provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a plurality 

of said desired data items; and 

an image element for initiating examination of said document template to identify an 

individual data field and Insert a desired data item derived from an information repository in 

said data field, to produce a generated document. 



14. (Previously Amended) A method for adaptively producing a document from 
information derived from an information repository, comprising the steps of: 

examining text processing application compatible code representing a document 
template, said document template including, data fields containing placeholder items to be 
replaced by desired data items, and also including a repetition identifier indicating one of said 
data fields is to be replicated to provide a group of data fields to be replaced by a plurality of 
said desired data Items; and 

applying control information supporting insertion of said desired data items derived 
from said information repository in said data fields to replace template document data field 
placeholder items with desired data items, to produce a generated document. 
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1 5 . (Previously Amended) A method for adaptiveiy producing a document 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving a text processing application compatible electronic document template 
including; 

data fields having placeholder items, and 

at least one repetiUon identifier indicating at least one of said data fields diat is to 

be replicated; 

receiving data items; and 

merging said electronic document template with said data items to produce the 
document responsive to replacing placeholder items with said data items, and responsive to 
replicating the at least one of said data fields that is to be replicated to provide a group of data 
fields to be replaced by a plurality of said desired data items. 

1 6. (Original) A method for producing a document according to claim 1 5, wherein 
said step of merging is performed by at least one of, (a) XSL compaUble code and (b) a mail 
merge application program. 

1 7. (Previously Amended) A method for producing a document according to claim 
15, further comprising the steps of: 

receiving a selection of text processing application compatible electronic document 
templates; and 

receiving a selection of a source of the data items. 
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APPENDIX II - EVIDENCE 

Applicant does not rely on any additional evidence other than the arguments submitted 
hereinabove. 
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APPENDIX m ■ Pi7T ATEDPROrFFmivr,s 

Applicant respectfully submits that there are no proceedings related to this appeal 
which any decisions were rendered. 
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